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THE NAVY OF THE REPUBLIC OP TEXAS. 

ALEX. DIENST. 

I. 

THE FIRST NAYI OF TEXAS. 

L The Correo Mexicano and the San Fell 



Throughout the first half of 1835 serious misunderstandings 
and difficulties had occurred between the merchants and the col- 
lector of the maritime customhouse of Galveston, Texas, in re- 
lation to the collection of duties. 1 In the hope of averting trouble 
and of bringing about a peaceable adjustment, the ayuntamiento 
of Liberty, in the deparment of Nacogdoches, issued a manifesto 2 
to the effect "that the revenue laws, like all other political laws, 

^he author must refer the general reader who is desirous of becoming 
acquainted with the details leading up to the revolution in Texas, to the 
histories of the State, and to such monographic accounts as relate to this 
period. Only such matter of a general nature will be inserted as is neces- 
sary to introduce and present a connected account of the movements of the 
naval vessels of Texas and Mexico. 

-Texas Republican, May 30, 1835. The manifesto is dated April 7, 
1835; Edward (History of Texas, 235-38) erroneously prints it under the 
date of June 1. See Eugene C. Barker, Difficulties of a Mexican Revenue 
Officer, in The Quarterly, IV, 194, note 3. 

"The alsalde in his separate capacity combined the larger powers of our 
mayors and justices of the peace. The duties of the regidores assimilated 
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are to be respected by all those who come within the legitimate 
sphere of their actions; and although these laws may be unwise, 
to resist them by force is more unwise and ill timed than the laws 
themselves." The manifesto goes on to say that the duties are 
oppressive, disproportionate, and in need of modification; but that 
this change must be a legal one, and not brought about by force. 
And the dissatisfied citizens are urged to abstain from any violent 
measures towards the collector of the maritime customs of Gal- 
veston. Notwithstanding this conservative counsel, Captain Ten- 
orio and his small garrison stationed at Anahuac to guard the 
port against smuggling and afford protection to the collector of 
customs, were attacked by William B. Travis and fifty armed 
Texans and forced to leave. This act of the Texans and Ameri- 
cans at Anahuac was condemned by the municipality of Liberty 
and the Central Committee. 1 A sensational account of the attack 
on the revenue officer was carried to General Cos, who, being not 
yet aware that it did not carry with it the endorsement of the 
majority of the Texans, in July ordered the sloop of war Correo 
Mexicano, commanded by Captain T. M. Thompson, to the scene 
of action to protect Mexican commerce. 2 In violation of orders, 3 

to those of our alderman, and the sindicos corresponded with recorders. 
These sitting together composed the Ayuntamiento, which had jurisdiction 
over the entire community." — Lynch, The Bench and Bar of Texas, 20. 

x Edward, History of Texas, 235; Kennedy, Texas, II, 92-94; Yoakum, 
History of Texas, I, 339; Bancroft, North Mexican States and Texas, II, 
T56. (These works will be henceforth cited in this narrative respectively 
as Edward, Kennedy, Yoakum, and Bancroft.) But Edward errs in citing 
here as proof of censure for an act which occurred June 30 a proclamation 
which he dates June 1, and which was actually issued April 17 and pub- 
lished May 30. See above, p. 165, note 2. 

2 Captain Thompson was an Englishman by birth, and was at this time 
an adopted citizen of Mexico. He had been in the Mexican service some 
years. His appearance was unprepossessing, and he was reported to be 
striving to make a fortune by fair means or foul. He was misunderstood 
at this time, or his character changed materially; for later on he was very 
kind to Texas prisoners, and ultimately took the side of the Texans. Ed- 
ward, 248; Yoakum, I, 356; Bancroft, II, 161. Edward (248) and Ken- 
nedy (II, 94) claim that his instructions were to make observations, and 
find out whether the collector and his men had been massacred by the 
Americans, as had been reported, and return to Matamoras as soon as 
possible with his information. 

3 Colonel Ugartechea himself admitted this much in a letter to Stephen 
F. Austin, dated October 4, 1835, saying, "I know you are right to com- 
plain of Thompson's proceedings, which I still less approve, as they were 
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Thompson bullied the citizens and traders at Anahuac, threatened 
to burn the town/ and proved himself utterly unfit for the deli- 
cate task of upholding Mexican authority and calming the ex- 
citement of the people. 

Thompson's most serious mistake was the capture of the Ameri- 
can brig Tremont. This vessel was in the Texan trade, 2 and 
though I have searched diligently I can find nowhere any reason 
given for his attack. 3 No historian gives even a hint as to his 
reason. The nearest explanation I can find in his favor is de- 
rived from an article in the New Orleans newspapers, signed 
"Seventy-six." It is a reply to a defence of Thompson which I 
am unfortunately unable to locate, but from the communication 
of "Seventy-six" it can be gathered that Thompson's defender as- 
serted that he was sent to the Texas coast to interrupt the impor- 
tation of negroes from Cuba. I will give the comment in part, 
as it will also furnish some details of the capture which I can find 
nowhere else: 

Mr. Editor : My attention was last evening called to an article 
in an evening journal, headed "Texas and the United States Dis- 
trict Attorney at New Orleans, vs. Louisiana, Mississippi, Ala- 
bama and Arkansas/' which contains a most violent and abusive 
attack against the individuals in this country whose feelings have 
been aroused in favor of an oppressed and deceived people, strug- 
ling to maintain their rights of civil liberty: an attempt to as- 
sert the innocence of Captain Thompson now waiting a trial for 
piracy. They are also charged with bringing negroes into Texas, 
in violation of the constitution of 1824, while in fact there is no 
provision in the constitution prohibiting the introduction of ne- 
groes from Cuba or elsewhere. The writer adds that Captain 
Thompson was sent out to prevent this traffic, and we venture to 

arbitrary; he having no authority to act in such manner." Yoakum, I, 
356. Captain Thompson issued a "Proclamation to the citizens of Ana- 
huac," July 26, 1835. It is printed in full in Brown, Life of Henry Smith, 
63, et seq. 

Gravis to Bowie, July 30, 1835, MS. 

2 Pennybacker, History of Texas. 117, calls the Tremont a United States 
naval vessel. This is a mistake; it was a trading vessel. 

3 The explanation apparently is that Thompson had arbitrarily declared 
a blockade of the Brazos, and that he attacked the Tremont for violating 
the blockade. See sworn statement of A. J. Yates, I. N. Moreland, and 
A. C. Allen in Texas Republican, September 19, 1835. — Editors of 
Quarterly. 
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assert that not one syllable is said on the subject in his instruc- 
tions, and if he had those instructions, we would ask if he acted 
in pursuance of them when he took the American brig Tremoni 
as a prize, loaded 'with lumber, and how much of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and Mexico he fulfilled, when he re- 
quired the Captain of the Tremont to come on board the Correo 
with his papers, while that treaty expressly provided that a Mex- 
ican armed vessel shall board an American Merchantman by send- 
ing one of her officers on board, with not more than three men, 
and shall in no case require the Captain of the Merchantman tc 
leave the vessel with his papers. 

That negroes were imported into Texas from Cuba, and even from 
Africa direct, at this time, is generally conceded ; Fannin, the Texas 
martyr, was himself accused of importation of African slaves by 
no less a man than S. Ehoads Fisher, later Secretary of the Texan 
Navy. 1 This version of the matter might also account for the 
great anger of the Americans at Anahuac, who may have been 
awaiting the arrival of a slaver, in order to purchase their wares 
and cross over the Sabine with cheaper negroes than could be 
purchased in the United States. In favor of this theory is the 
note which Bancroft 2 inserts without comment that "Washington 
Stiles, one of the crew of the Tremont, in the trial of Thompson 
at New Orleans for piracy, swore that Thompson said that if he 
could capture two American vessels, the Tremont and the San 
Felipe, his fortune would be made and he would stop." Just 
how his fortune would be made by capturing a vessel loaded with 
lumber, as the Tremont was, is not clear, but if it was loaded 
with two or three hundred negroes selling at one dollar a pound, 
his statement looks reasonable, as there was an active demand for 
negroes at this price. The Tremont was captured September 1, 
but Thompson's previous acts had so exasperated the Texans that 
they had already determined to seize the Correo and accomplish 
his downfall. 

It was in pursuance of this design that the Texan trading 

broadside (December 17, 1835), "To the People of Texas," in Dienst, 
Collection of Documents (cited henceforth as Dienst, Col. Doc), II, 23; 
see below p. 188; Eugene C. Barker, in Quarterly, VI, 152. 

2 Bancroft, II, 161, note 23. Bancroft is here quoting from Winthrop, 
Report of the Trial of Thomas M. Thompson, 3, 16, which I have not seen. 
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schooner San Felipe arrived off the mouth of the Brazos, Septem- 
ber 1, just as a prize crew from the Correo was weighing anchor 
on the Tremont. The San Felipe was purchased in New Orleans 
for Texas by Thomas F. McKinney., a prosperous merchant of 
Quintana, and associated at that time in business with Samuel M. 
Williams. The price paid for the vessel was $8,965 "including 
freight on board when taken," 1 which would lead one to believe 
that the purchasers were in a great hurry indeed, not to have time 
to unload the freight, — unless said freight consisted of holloware 
(cannon) as Edward states, and was such goods as they wanted. 
Captain William A. Hurd was put in command. 2 Captain Thomp- 
son of the Correo was aware of the intentions of the San Felipe 
and was keeping a sharp lookout for her, and seemed in no way 
disposed to evade her attack. 3 At 8 o'clock in the evening the 
Correo came up, and without warning fired into the San Felipe. 41 
Bancroft says the fight lasted only three quarters of an hour. The 
Texas Republican, 6 which gives the best of the meager accounts, 



On the arrival of the Schr. San Felipe, Capt. Hurd, at the bar 
of the Brazos, she was attacked by the piratical schooner Correo, 
Capt. Thompson, and after an engagement of two hours the Cor- 
reo made off, but was pursued, overtaken and captured by the San 
Felipe and brought back. The officers and crew consisted of Cap- 
tain T., 1st and 2d Lieutenants and 14 seamen. During the en- 
gagement one of the crew of the Correo, a native of Baltimore 
named Blackburn, received a mortal wound, of which he died two 
days after. Capt. Hurd took command of the Correo and de- 
parted for New Orleans, with the pirates in chains, leaving Capt. 
Grayson in command of the San Felipe to follow. 6 

TOienst, Col. Doc, II, 16. 

2 Edward, 249. 

3 Letter from J. W. Fannin, Jr., in Dienst, Col. Doc, II, 23. 

4 Yoakum, II, 162. Edward, 249, claims that the San Felipe was hailed, 
and that she replied with shot, and thus fired first. This is merely an 
assertion. 

5 Issue of September 19, 1835, in Austin Papers; cf. Bancroft, II, 162. 

e In the Telegraph and Texas Register, October 15, 1837, Captain Thomp- 
son states that the steamboat Laura assisted in this capture. Bancroft 
(II, 162) says: "An engagement followed, which lasted for three-quarters 
of an hour, when Thompson drew off. In the morning the San Felipe, 
taken in tow by a small steamboat, the Laura, went in pursuit of the 
Correo, which was almost becalmed about six miles off. The Mexican cap- 
tain surrendered without further fighting." 
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The San Felipe had a very short career after this engagement. 
I can find no further mention of her in any history; but Edward 
Hall says in a letter to Stephen F. Austin that the San Felipe 
went in pursuit of a Mexican armed vessel and was lost in Mata- 
gorda Bay, that the heavy cannon had been saved and was on Bird 
Island, and that he had heard from Matagorda that the schooner 
William Bobbins sailed from there on the 13th with the intention 
of picking up the gun and taking it to the Brazos. 1 It seems, 
however, that the San Felipe was only aground, and not wrecked. 
In a letter addressed to the General Council by Thomas F. Mc- 
Kinney, dated November 11, he stated that they succeeded in get- 
ting the schooner off, and that, in company with the William Rob- 
bins she would go at once to New Orleans. He said that on last 
Thursday, while the San Felipe lay on the beach, she exchanged sev- 
eral shots with a Mexican vessel, and he thought that some shot 
hit the Mexican, which put to sea. 2 Nothing further can be found 
relative to her, except a resolution of the General Council of Jan- 
uary 17, 1836, by which E. E. Eoyall was appointed agent to take 
charge of and secure the wreck of the schooner and whatever be- 
longed to her, then lying on the beach in or near Paso Cavallo 
and report to the Government. 3 

Meanwhile > Captain Thompson and his Lieutenant O'Camp© 
were carried to New Orleans and in January, 1836, they were tried 
on a charge of piracy in the Federal District Court, the suit being 
termed, "The United States vs. Thompson." 4 New Orleans sym- 
pathy was largely with Texas, and the excitement seems to have 
reached the attorneys on both sides. P. Soule, one of Thompson's 
attorneys, and H. Carleton, United States District Attorney, passed 
the lie between them, and threw at each other inkstands, books, 
etc., for which Judge Harper of the United States District Court 
sentenced them each to six hours imprisonment. The jury sat on 
the case one whole night, and brought in a verdict to acquit 
O'Campo. It was not able to agree in Thompson's case, and the 

1 Hall to Austin, November 23, 1835. Austin Papers. 
^Proceedings of the General Council, 10. 
Proceedings of the General Council, 346. 

4 The Courier, January 14 and 16, 1836; New Orleans News or various 
dates — all in Dienst, Col. Doc, I, 5. 
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court ordered a new trial. Mr. Carleton thereupon, with leave of 
the court, entered a nolle prosequi, and the prisoners were dis- 
charged. 1 

The New Orleans Courier 2 said concerning the trial. "The issue 
of the suit ... is indeed a very remarkable one — such, it 
may be said, as never happened before — the pirates set at liberty 
and the Attorneys committed to jail." The "Commercial Bulletin* 
gave the following account of it: 

On Saturday last, the Judge of the United States District Court 
of this city, having ordered the commitment of the District At- 
torney and of Mr. Soule, in consequence of an altercation which 
took place between those gentlemen during the trial of Thomson, 
a large number of the friends of the District Attorney visited him 
during his short confinement. 

While they were assembled in the room where the District At- 
torney was confined, Dr. Archer, one of the Commissioners from 
Texas, addressed Eandell Hunt, Esq., the assistant Counsel of the 
District Attorney in the trial of Thomson, in a very eloquent 
manner, expressing his own satisfaction and that of his fellow- 
citizens of Texas, for the able and powerful address of Mr. Hunt 
delivered to the Jury in that cause, and for his bold and righteous 
vindication of the cause of Texas in her present struggle for Civil 
Liberty, and concluded by saying that his fellow-citizens could give 
no adequate compensation to his efforts, and his expression of 
those sentiments, but they desired his acceptance of some testi- 
monials of their approbation and esteem. He then presented Mr. 
Hunt in the name of the Citizens of Texas, with a very splendid 
Gold Lever, the most valuable that could be found in this city, 
engraved inside the case, with the following inscription: "Pre- 
sented by the Citizens of Texas to Eandell Hunt, Esq., in testi- 
mony of their esteem of his exalted talents, and eloquent vindi- 
cation of the cause of Truth, Justice and Civil Liberty" This, 
with a very superb cane and some other valuable jewels, were re- 
ceived by Mr. Hunt, and on receiving them with a letter, which 
we have inserted below, he made a very appropriate and eloquent 
reply. 

1 Yoakum (I, 356) says Thompson was acquitted. This is not so; an ac- 
quittal would imply that the San Felipe had erred in capturing him, which 
a withdrawal of the charge does not necessarily imply. Thompson had a 
bad case to defend, as he could not produce his commission at the trial; 
but it is to Mexico's credit that she nevertheless sustained him. 

2 In its issue for January 16, 1836. 

3 For January 18, 1836. 
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New Orleans, Jan. 16, 1836. 
Bandell Hunt, Esq. 

Dear Sir — The undersigned respectfully request your accept- 
ance of the enclosed, as a slight testimonial of their personal es- 
teem, and an expression of their admiration of the able and elo- 
quent address delivered to the Jury by yourself last evening — of 
your powerful effort in the cause of truth and Justice, and last, 
not least, the warm and heartfelt expression of your sympathies 
for their oppressed and struggling country and your righteous 
vindication of their conduct in the present crisis. That the most 
brilliant success may attend your career, and the talents and learn- 
ing which you possess ever be engaged in as just and holy a cause 
as the one you have so eloquently sustained, whether it be to shield 
the innocent, or punish the guilty — and that you may reap a rich 
reward in your own heart, and the approbation of your fellow 
citizens, is the sincere prayer of 

Your obedient servants, 
Adolphus Storm [Sterne], B. T. Archer, 
W. H. Bynum, S. F. Austin, 

John A. Wharton, W. H. Wharton, 

A. Hotchkiss, W. G. Logan, 

Wm. Bryan, J. Scott, 

A. C. Allen, A. J. Yates. 

New Orleans, Jan. 17, 1836. 

Gentlemen — I acknowledge with the deepest sensibility, and the 
most unfeigned thanks, the receipt of your letter, and of the tes- 
timonials which accompany it. 

When I consented to act with the District Attorney in the pros- 
ecution of Thompson, I did so with a single regard to the prin- 
ciples of truth, and justice, and liberty, and in the expectation of 
receiving no other reward than the consciousness of an honorable 
effort to serve my country on that occasion, to the best of my 
abilities. Judge then of my surprise, pleasure and pride I have 
experienced at the thanks, commendation and kindness heaped 
upon me by you all of whom are gentlemen of the highest respect- 
ability for private worth, and many of whom are destined to fill 
some of the brightest pages of the history of these times ; it is an 
honor of which the most distinguished man of this age might well 
feel proud. 

If the defence of the principles of liberty be, as I feel assured, 
one of the highest duties of the profession to which I belong, I 
shall never cease to rejoice that that defence, in connection with 
the cause of Texas, became a part of my duty on the occasion to 
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which you have adverted. A native American, I cannot but feel 
the deepest interest in the success of a people, connected with us 
by the ties of a common origin, and a common regard for equal 
rights, and bravely struggling for constitutional liberty. God 
speed the noble work ! 

Accept, gentlemen, once more my acknowledgements for the 
testimonials of esteem with which you have honored me, and re- 
ceive in return my best wishes for your individual happiness, and 
the welfare of your country. 

I am, gentlemen, very respectfully, 

Your obedient servant, 

EANDALL HUNT. 

To Messrs. B. T. Archer, etc. 

Thus happily and amidst rejoicing, was closed the incident of 
the Correo and the San Felipe. 1 

II. ORGANIZATION OF THE NAVY. 

At a mass meeting held at Columbia, August 15, 1835, a com- 
mittee of fifteen persons was appointed to prepare an address to 
the municipalities of Texas, asking them for co-operation in a call 
for a consultation of all Texas. The address requested that each 
municipality should elect five delegates to meet at Washington, on 
the 15th of October. On this date only thirty-two members were 
present; these not being sufficient for a quorum, the meeting was 
adjourned to November 1. By the 3rd of November fifty-five 
members had assembled at San Felipe instead of Washington. 
This consultation was authorized to organize a government, and 
to provide ways and means for carrying on the war. A provisional 
government was formed, in which Henry Smith was appointed 
governor and James W. Eobinson lieutenant governor. 2 

One of the very first matters receiving the attention of the 
Consultation was the proper protection of the sea coast. As it was 
impossible to create a navy in a day, it was determined to issue 
letters of marque and reprisal; and it was hoped that by having 
numerous privateers cruising upon the Texas coast, not only would 

1 About two years afterward, August 17, 1837, Capt. J. D. Boylan, com- 
manding the Texan man of war Brutus, captured the Correo again. She 
was then passing by the name of Rafaelita. (See Texas Navy Papers, 
State Library.) 

2 Bancroft, II, 162, 169, 171; Journals of the Consultation, 50. 
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Texas be protected, but the Mexicans would be seriously harassed. 
It will be sufficient for the purposes of this narrative merely to 
outline the plans proposed and those finally adopted. On the 31st 
of October, 1835, the General Council, which was looking after 
the interests of Texas until the opening of the Consultation, issued 
letters of marque to several "gentlemen of the lower country." 1 I 
am of the opinion that these commissions were not used, or were 
surrendered later, and those authorized by the Consultation ac- 
cepted in exchange. The first application for "letters" to the 
Consultation was made on November 8th, 1835, by A. C. Allen, 2 
Mr. Allen proposed to "arm, man and fit out a vessel mounting 
nine guns, and fifty stand of small arms, with fifty volunteers on 
board and four months provisions, to cruise off our coast as a 
privateer." The committee to whom this proposal was referred 
reported : "That they view the protection and defence of our sea- 
board of the greatest importance in the present crisis;" and rec- 
ommended that Allen's proposal be accepted; that all authority 
vested in the Consultation be granted to him to cruise with such 
vessel as he might think proper to arm and man as a privateer; 
that a suitable commission be issued to him for that purpose by 
the executive; and that "the thanks of the convention be tendered 
to Mr. Allen, for his patriotism and devotion in our struggle for 
constitutional liberty." Further on it will appear that Mr. Allen 
made good use of the commission. Some one about this time must 
have raised the question as to the right of the Consultation to 
issue letters of marque ; for on November 13th we find the follow- 
ing report on the subject from a select committee, of which D. C. 
Barrett was chairman : 3 "This convention, in adopting the declar- 
ation of the seventh of November, have organized this power, and 
by the provisions of the resolution constituting a provisional gov- 
ernment, have vested this authority in the governor and general 
council; consequently these 4 requires no further action upon the 
subject by this house during its present session." Article four of 

1 Report of General Council to Consultation in Journals of the Consulta- 
tion, 11. For form of commission see The Quarterly, VII, 278. 
2 Journals of the Consultation, 25-26. 
3 Ibid., 40. 
4 There. 
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the plan of the Provisional Government as finally adopted, author- 
ized the governor "by himself, by and with the consent of the 
council," to employ the army and navy in "all proper ways" for 
the defense of the country. 1 

The Council which was to assist the governor in the manage- 
ment of the navy was elected by the Consultation from its own 
membership, one from each municipality. 2 The Consultation ad- 
journed on November 14, and the Governor and Council were now 
in power. On November 15, D. C. Barrett and A. Houston re- 
ported to the Council among other things that, "The Mexican 
Schooner Montezuma, with ano'ther vessel, is cruising in the Gulf. 
The Vera Cruzana is off Matagorda — more commissions for ves- 
sels in the Texas service are requested." 3 This information was 
derived from a letter from McKinney and Williams to the Con- 
sultation, dated the 9th. It has been affirmed that the letter was 
written to hurry the Council into issuing letters of marque, and 
that no Mexican vessels were then endangering the Texan coast. 
If this was the object, it served the purpose. The Vera Cruzana 
was the vessel that was said to have exchanged shots with the San 
Felipe as she lay on the beach in Ma.tagorda Bay, as was men- 
tioned in the last chapter. 

On the next day, November 16, Governor Smith sent a message 
to the Council, one paragraph of which is as follows : 

I recommend the granting of Letters of Marque and Eeprisal; 
by doing which we cannot only prevent invasion by sea, but we 
can blockade all the ports of Mexico, and destroy her commerce, 
and annoy and harrass the enemy more in a few months, than by 
many years' war, carried on within our own limits. My own mind 
is satisfied that the whole of our maritime operations can be car- 
ried on by foreign capital and foreign enterprise. Already ap- 
plications for commissions have been made; they are willing to 
take the hazard, as such afford them every encouragement. 4 

The governor here seems optimistic, but much that he antici- 
pated from privateers came to pass. Not all who applied for com- 
missions actually fitted out privateers; perhaps they did not like 

Journals of the Consultation, 44. 
^Proceedings of the General Council, 3. 
'Ibid., 8. 
4 /6zU, 13. 
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the restrictions which the commissions imposed. At this time the 
governor did not seem to think it necessary to form a national 
fleet; later, as privateers did not materialize according to his 
hopes, he viewed favorably the creation of a navy to be owned and 
controlled by Texas. 

This message of the governor was referred to the committee on 
naval affairs, composed of Messrs. Perry, Harris, and West. On 
November 18 the committee reported themselves in favor of grant- 
ing letters of marque under the following restrictions: (1) Ap- 
plicants should be men of character and skill as naval tactictians, 
and no license should be granted to vessels under eighty tons bur- 
den, or carrying less than four twelve pound carronades, "or their 
equivalent in metal." (2) Cruising should be restricted to the 
Gulf of Mexico, and prizes made only of vessels sailing under the 
flag and commission of the central government of Mexico. (3) 
All prizes should be brought into ports of Texas and adjudicated 
by competent tribunals; and twenty-five per cent of the prize 
money should be paid into the public treasury, and the balance to 
the captors. (4) All persons cruising under license must give 
good security for the correct performance of the conditions men- 
tioned in their commissions. (5) Commissions were not to be 
issued for more than six nor for less than three months, and were 
in any case to cease at the conclusion of war between Texas and 
Mexico. The report concludes as follows : 

Your committee would further most earnestly represent that the 
establishment of a small Naval force for the security of our ex- 
tended coast and the protection of our own commerce would seem 
to them highly necessary and indispensable, and under that con- 
viction would recommend the purchase, arming, and equipping 
two schooners of twelve, and two schooners of six guns each, to 
cruise in, and about the bays and harbors of our coast. This arm 
of the service should be confided and entrusted only to men whose 
nautical skill and experience are well known and established, and 
whose activity and efficiency would with greater certainty secure 
the objects of its creation and organization. 1 

Here we have the first official recommendation for a navy to be 
entirely controlled by the government, and to consist of government 
vessels. 

^Proceedings of the General Council, 25-27. 
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On the next day, November 19th, the Council took up the re- 
port of this committee. The first section was adopted; the sec- 
ond was amended to allow privateers to cruise on the high seas as 
well as in the Gulf; the third was amended to give the govern- 
ment only five, instead of twenty-five, per cent of the money de- 
rived from prizes; the fourth was stricken out; the fifth was 
agreed to without change; and then the entire report as amended 
was adopted. 1 

On the 19th, the committee on Naval affairs introduced an 
ordinance "for granting letters of Marque and Eeprisal, and for 
the establishment of a Navy/' which with a slight amendment was 
passed to its second reading. 2 The next day Governor Smith, who 
was not yet informed of this action, sent in a message in which 
he said, "Commissions granting letters of Marque and Eeprisal, 
have been earnestly solicited, both by our own citizens and for- 
eigners, and as yet have not been acted on/' This subject, with 
others mentioned in the message, the governor deemed "of the 
most urgent and vital importance," and he thought that it should 
receive prompt attention. 3 Three days later, November 22, the 
Council met on special call of the president, and the ordinance for 
granting letters of marque and reprisal and for establishing a 
navy was taken up and read a second time. It was amended by 
inserting between the words "Texas" and "that" the following, 
"that the Governor, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Council, shall have power to grant letters of Marque and Eeprisal," 
which was agreed to. On motion the rule in this case was sus- 
pended and the ordinance was read the third time and passed 
finally. 4 It was sent to the governor for his approval, and on the 
24th he returned it with the following remarks : 

To this bill I am bound to object as it now stands. The priv- 
ileges granted to privateers seems to me rather unbounded — that 
this Government takes all the responsibilities without any interest 
in the captures which may be made. 

If prizes are brought into our ports, the Government will be at 
the expense of adjudication and sale, without remuneration, pro- 

1 Proceedings of the General Council, 31. 
"Ibid., 32. 
Hbid., 37-38. 
*lbid., 44-45. 
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vided they should be found lawful prizes; if not lawful prizes 
they will be bound to make remuneration for the act of their com- 
missioned agents, who have brought into our ports prizes which 
cannot be condemned and sold as such. Besides, I consider, agree- 
ably to the provisions of the ordinance, that privateers would have 
an unbridled license to roam at large, without being particularly 
under the control of the Government, and kept within limits cal- 
culated to protect our own commerce, and might, in the end, be 
productive of more injury than good. ... If they are not 
commissioned in a manner calculated to promote the public good 
by annoying our enemies and protecting our own commerce, they 
might prove injurious to the Government rather than an advan- 
tage. . . . 

As it respects that part of the bill making provisions for the 
creation of a Navy. If it should be made out in a separate bill 
for that purpose, it would appear much better, and would entire- 
ly meet my views, as I deem it entirely necessary for the protec- 
tion of our commerce. ... I would therefore suggest the 
piopriety of separating the substantive matter of the bill, and 
introduce one solely for the purposes of creating a Navy on proper 
principles, and leaving out the provision for granting letters of 
marque and reprisal, unless your honorable body may think 
proper to introduce it in a different shape. I am well aware that 
no good could result from granting commissions as contemplated 
by that portion of the bill and as such object to it. 1 

On the same day the ordinance was reconsidered. When the 
question was put, "shall this ordinance now pass? the veto of the 
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding," the vote stood three 
for passing and eight for rejection, so the ordinance was lost. It 
was recommitted, on motion, to the standing committee on naval 
affairs, and Mr. Westover was added to the committee. 2 

The next day, November 25, the committee presented an or- 
dinance for granting letters of marque, which was read the first 
time ; and, on motion, the rules were suspended, and it was read a 
second time. Mr. Hanks moved that the words "twenty per cent" be 
stricken out, and the words "ten per cent" be inserted, which was 
agreed to. The rule was further suspended, and the ordinance 
read a third time and passed. At the same time an ordinance for 
establishing a navy was introduced and by suspension of the rules 

1 Proceedings of the General Council, 51-52. 
Ubid., 53. 
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hastened through its third reading and passed. 1 On the 26th, 
these two ordinances were reported enrolled. 2 . The governor af- 
fixed his signature to the ordinance granting letters of marque 
and reprisal on the 27th of November, 1835. 3 

The ordinance granting letters of marque agreed in substance 
with the report of the committee on naval affairs as amended by 
the Council, 4 except that the government's share of prize money 
was increased in accordance with the governors suggestion. 
Hanks's amendment to change that share from twenty per cent to 
ten per cent must have been overlooked when the ordinance was 
enrolled; for I have one of the original commissions, 5 and also 
one of the original copies of the supplementary letter issued a 
few days later, and the commission places the government's share 
of prize money at "twenty per cent/' A few days afterwards, the 
ordinance was modified by further action of the governor and 
Council. Major Samuel Whiting called on the governor and 
stated that he was on his way to New Orleans, and wished there 
to fit out some privateers; and, as he did not know whom he 
would get to command them, or just what vessels he would secure, 
he wanted some blank commissions. So, on the 29th of Novem- 
ber, Governor Smith in a message to the Council recommended 
the passage of an ordinance authorizing the executive to vest 
Whiting with authority to fill out the blanks, under special in- 
structions from the executive in conformity therewith. A com- 
mittee was appointed to draft such an ordinance and reported "an 
ordinance and decree supplemental to an ordinance and decree for 
granting letters of marque and reprisal, passed 25th November, 
1835," which was laid on the table. On taking the matter up 
later the Council so amended the ordinance as to grant three blank 

Proceedings of the General Council, 55. 

2 lbid., 56. 

Ordinances and Decrees of the Consultation, etc., 23-24; a copy with 
autographs in Dienst, Col. Doc, II, 1. 

4 See pp. 176-177, above. 

5 This commission is printed on heavy paper by Baker and Borden, the 
date of the imprint being San Felipe, November 27, 1835. It bears the 
autographs of James W. Eobinson, lieutenant-governor and ex-officio presi- 
dent of the Council; E. M. Pease, secretary of the Council; Henry Smith, 
governor; and C. B. Stewart, executive secretary. 
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commissions to Thomas F. MeKiimey and Silas Dinsmore to be 
filled for the same purpose; and, on motion of Mr. Hanks, it was 
further amended so as to provide that ten per cent of the prize 
money should be paid to the provisional government, anything to 
the contrary in the previous ordinance notwithstanding. The ordi- 
nance was then passed finally. 1 Whiting was allowed six blank 
commissions; McKinney and Dinsmore three. 

Section 2 of this supplemental ordinance is interesting as mak- 
ing the first reference to a flag for the service : 

Be it further ordained and decreed, etc., That all vessels sailing 
under Licenses, as Letters of Marque and Eeprisal, which have 
been, or may hereafter be granted by the Governor and Council, 
or by the Governor, as provided in this supplementary Ordinance, 
or under any register or license of this Government, shall carry 
the flag of the Eepublic of the United States of Mexico, and 
shall have the figures 1, 8, 2, 4, cyphered in large Arabics on the 
white ground thereof. 2 

Under the ordinances whose history has been given, privateering 
commissions were granted as follows: To S. Dinsmore, Jr., and 
to Eobert Potter, who later became secretary of the navy, on De- 
cember 1; to Ira K. Lewis and other owners of the schooner Wil- 
liam Bobbins, on December 5; and to Benjamin F. Smith, on De- 
cember 6. The minutes of the Council for December 6 show that 
there was also issued, on that day, a blank commission to the com- 
mittee of safety for Matagorda, to be filled in for the captain of 
the William Bobbins ; 3 but this seems to have been a repetition 
either of the action or of the record concerning the same subject 
on the previous day. This was the last commission of the kind 
granted by the Council and Governor Smith. A month later, Jan- 
uary 7, 1836, they seem to be sorry they ever granted privateering 
commissions at all, as the following request would indicate : "On 
motion of Mr. Barrett it was ordered that the committee on Naval 
affairs, be requested to examine into the expediency of retracting 
all letters of marque and reprisal heretofore granted by this 

Proceedings of the General Council, 73, 74, 75, 76. I have one or the 
original commissions given to McKinney and Dinsmore. 

Ordinances and Decrees of the Consultation, etc., 38; original commis- 
sion, Dienst, Col. Doc, II, 1. 

^Proceedings of the General Council, passim. 
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Council," and Mr. Barrett was added to the committee for this 
special case. 1 On January 9 the committee reported progress and 
asked leave to sit again, which was granted; 2 but nothing further 
is heard from it. Two days later, January 11, Governor 
Smith made his severe charges against the Council, and in 
the excitement caused by his impeachment the subject seems to 
have been neglected till the Convention met. 

The first constitution of the Eepublic conferred on Congress the 
power to grant letters of marque and reprisal. 3 A proclamation 
by President Houston, dated September 15, 1837, declares that all 
letters of marque and reprisal granted under authority of the 
Texan government had been recalled, but that the practice of 
granting them is renewed from the time when the proclamation is 
made public. This was because John A. Wharton, who had 
landed at Matamoras under a white flag in order to effect the ex- 
change of his brother, William H. Wharton, then a prisoner in 
Mexico, had been arrested and detained. 4 On November 2, 1837, 
a joint resolution was passed by Congress endorsing the action of 
the president, and requesting him to grant commissions imme- 
diately to all applicants who would comply with certain stated 
conditions. No one availed himself of this opportunity; although 
the government, by the resolution, reduced its share of the value 
of prizes to two and one-half per cent. Congress ordered the let- 
ters of marque to be advertised in the Telegraph, which was done. 5 

I have purposely followed the granting of letters of marque 
through 1837, in order finally to dispose of the subject. As no 
action followed the various pronunciamentos, they savor a little of 
the Mexican style of conducting war. This remark does not apply 
of course to the first half dozen commissions issued, and which 
were actually used. 

I have written at length on the subject of letters of marque, 
because such privateers as were fitted out proved of assistance to 
Texas in the beginning of her struggle, in giving the government 

1 Proceedings of the General Council, 275. 

Hbid., 286. 

3 See Art. II, Sec. 4. 

^Telegraph and Texas Register, September 16, 1837. 

5 Ibid., September 23, 1837. 
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and the people a feeling of security from invasion by sea by means 
of transports convoyed by one of the two or three Mexican vessels 
then plying in the Gulf. Moreover, the captures made were very 
helpful at this critical time, and the privateers deserve no little 
credit for the help they afforded the Eepublic of Texas in her 
infancy. Just how great that help was we shall see at the proper 
time. Another reason for treating this subject at such length, is 
that it has been almost totally ignored by historians; and in my 
judgment, having so much to do with the beginnings of the Texas 
of to-day, it is deserving of a prominent place in the history of 
the State. But one writer that deals with Texas has any com- 
ment to make on the granting of letters of marque and reprisal, 
by the struggling colonies. This comment is so inconsistent and 
odd that I give it. It is characteristic of the man who penned it. 
His book is valuable for the facts it contains; but when he goes 
beyond facts his prejudices are so strong against the Texans that 
his judgment is warped. He says : 

The second way in which the Provisional Government tried its 
hand at robbing was in granting letters of marque and reprisal. 
It passed two acts with this object, by the first of which (Nov. 27), 
it was provided that twenty per cent of the proceeds of the prizes 
should be paid into the treasury; by the second (Nov. 30), the 
amount was reduced to ten per cent. In thus authorizing individ- 
uals to fit out privateers, it could plead the precedents of the best- 
established and most righteous governments. 1 

He might have added that no nation ever had a more righteous 
cause, or was more in need of the assistance to be had only by the 
issuance of letters of marque. 

As will be recalled, simultaneously with the issuance of an or- 
dinance for granting letters of marque and reprisal, there was also 
passed on November 25, 1835, an ordinance establishing a navy. 
It is as follows : 

1 Gouge, Fiscal History of Texas, 27. Since the above was written an- 
other writer has mentioned letters of marque and reprisal in connection 
with the Texas Revolution. Eugene C. Barker, referring to them in Po- 
litical Science Quarterly, XIX, 623, says: "At any rate, the matter is of 
little importance, for if any privateers were actually put in commission, 
nothing was ever heard of them." That this statement is erroneous will 
be demonstrated in the following chapter. 
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Sec. 1. Be it ordained and decreed, and it is hereby ordained 
and decreed, by the General Council of the Provisional Govern- 
ment of Texas, That there shall be, and there is hereby estab- 
lished a Navy, to consist of two schooners of twelve guns each, 
and two schooners of six guns each, with the requisite number of 
officers, seamen and marines for each schooner; and that the said 
schooners shall, as soon as practicable, be purchased, armed and 
equipped for warlike operations, offensive and defensive; and that 
they be put in commission and fitted out, and ordered into actual 
service; and the commander and officers of said Navy shall be 
under the orders and directions of the Governor and Council. 

Sec. 2. And be it further ordained and decreed, etc., That the 
Governor, by and with the advice and consent of the Council, shall 
nominate and appoint to the command of said vessels, officers of 
good character, courage and ability as naval tacticians. And the 
said vessels, when so fitted out, manned and equipped for naval 
operations, shall rendezvous in Galveston Bay, and the command- 
ers thereof report to the Governor for further orders. 1 

I shall now relate the history of the various privateers sailing 
under letters of marque, or authorized by the needs of the houT 
to act as vessels of war in the defense of Texas. In doing this 
strict chronological order will be sacrificed to unity, and the his- 
tory of each vessel will be followed separately to the end. This 
should avoid confusion, and make a more interesting and readable 
narrative. This course will be adhered to throughout the work 
wherever it seems to me best so to do. After the study of the 
privateers, the purchasing of the national vessels of war, their 
armament and officers and their various cruises will be considered, 
each receiving such space as its services entitle it to, and as ma- 
terial for its history has been found. The work of collection has 
been difficult, but I have found much that throws a new and clearer 
light on the services rendered by the navy, and its officers and men; 
and if I can add to their fame and that of their vessels by an im- 
partial relation of the facts, the work I have undertaken will have 
served its purpose. 

1 Gammel, Laws of Texas, I, 931. 
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III. THE TEXAS PRIVATEERS. 

The William Bobbins seems to me, after careful search, to have 
been the second vessel fitted out by Texas, the San Felipe being 
the first. As noted in chapter I, the William Bobbins was ex- 
pected to accompany the San Felipe to New Orleans about the 
10th of November, 1835. On the 13th of November we find her 
rendering her first service to Texas by transporting a heavy can- 
non, taken from the wreck of the San Felipe, from Bird Island 
to the Brazos. 1 Early in November, the Mexican vessels Monte- 
zuma and Bravo were reported to be blockading the Texas coast, 
and the committee of safety of the jurisdiction of Matagorda con- 
sidered it important that a vessel should immediately be armed 
and equipped to attack and drive them off. The schooner William 
Bobbins was at that time in the Bay of Matagorda, and by a reso- 
lution of the committee Ira E. Lewis and S. Rhoads Fisher were 
appointed to negotiate the purchase of this vessel for the Texas 
service. They concluded a bargain for her at thirty-five hundred 
dollars, but the money was paid by Thomas F. McKinney individ- 
ually, in order that the government might have the option of buy- 
ing and using her as a naval vessel. 2 She was placed under the 
command of William A. Hurd. On Thursday, November 19, 1835, 
it was reported in Matagorda that a schooner, which was afterwards 
found to be the Hannah Elizabeth from New Orleans, had been 
driven ashore at Paso Cavallo, pursued by a Mexican armed vessel. 
Early the next morning the William Bobbins, in command of 
Captain Hurd, and with some citizens of Matagorda aboard, went 
to the assistance of the stranded schooner. On the evening of the 
21st they anchored at the pilot house at the pass, and thus ascer- 
tained that the Mexican vessel had been driven by a norther to 
sea, and that the Hannah Elizabeth was in possession of a Mex- 
ican prize crew. Twenty volunteers from the William Bobbins, 
together with Captain Hurd and three of his crew, were landed, 
all under the command of Captain S. Rhoads Fisher. When they 
presented themselves, the commander of the prize, Lieutenant 
Mateo, of the Bravo, delivered his sword, and surrendered himself 

^all to Austin, November 23, 1835, Austin Papers. 
^Proceedings of the General Council, 251. 
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and his eleven men as prisoners of war. Don Mateo stated 1 that 
the Hannah Elizabeth had on board fifteen Americans, and five 
Mexicans, besides a woman ; that it had carried three cannon upon 
deck mounted, two sixes and a four; that its cargo included 
eighteen kegs of powder, and muskets and rifles. He said that, 
when he boarded her in the breakers at 7 p. m. with one boat and 
eleven men, not a gun was fired, nor the least resistance made; 
indeed, the cannon and small arms had been thrown overboard. 2 
A number of the Americans and two Mexicans who claimed an 
interest in the cargo, Messrs. Carbajal and Fernando de Leon, 
were put on board the Bravo; from which Captain Fisher argues 
that they were great cowards. For Messrs. Kerr and the two Mex- 
icans who were owners of the cargo, it could be said that their 
object in throwing over the cannon and muskets was to evade con- 
fiscation of the entire cargo for carrying contraband of war. Cap- 
tain Hurd proposed that the cargo landed from the vessels be 
taken to Matagorda and sold. Peter Kerr, a passenger on board, 
who claimed a large amount of the goods, objected and wished to 
have them sold on the spot that he might purchase. Not knowing 
how soon the Bravo might return, this was agreed to, and Captain 
Hurd ordered the sale. As the men were not then prepared with 
money, their notes were taken, payable when they reached town. 
Kerr did not want his property sold, and proposed to pay as salv- 
age fifty per cent on invoice cost. This was agreed to, and his 
part set aside, notwithstanding that he had no evidence of owner- 
ship. His part amounted to $2541. The balance of the goods was 
sold to various members of the expedition, and brought at auction 
$2843.83. Captain Fisher was publicly appointed agent by Cap- 
tain Hurd, bills were made out, and notes drawn. On the 6th of 

X A large printed hand-bill addressed "To the People of Texas," Mata- 
gorda, December 17, 1835. By S. Rhoads Fisher. Dienst, Col. Doc., IT, 
23. This version of this story of the Hannah Elizabeth I have accepted 
as the most reliable. While it is a personal vindication of S. Rhoads 
Fisher, and assails Governor Smith and particularly J. W. Fannin, Jr., it 
is attested on oath by leading citizens of Texas, and eyewitnesses of the 
entire transaction. 

2 V. M. Rose, History of Victoria County, 14, 111, 154, contains much 
information about the Hannah Elizabeth — "Her cargo of 500 muskets, 
two pieces of artillery, with a full equipment of ammunition valued at 
$35,000." 
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December Captain Fisher wrote an account, in accordance with the 
facts as narrated above, to E. E. Boyall, a member of the Council. 
In this letter Captain Fisher asked the Council to adjudicate the 
matter; he said that the re-capture of the Hannah Elizabeth made 
it either a legal prize or the property of the salvors, and that he 
was the agent to represent either captors or salvors. It seems, 
however, that before Captain Fisher's letter reached the Council 
the governor had received another, severely condemning the whole 
proceeding. It was written by Col. J. W. Fannin, Jr. 

To follow the history further, it will be necessary to return to 
the proceedings of the General Council. As already noted, a letter 
of marque was granted to the owners of the William Bobbins on 
December 5, 1835. 1 On December 11, J. W. Fannin, Jr., ad- 
dressed a letter from Matagorda to his excellency, Governor Henry 
Smith, and the General Council, 2 which agrees with Ehoads 
Fisher's statement, and gives further details. He says that one 
of the Bravo's parties in passing from the schooner in its small 
boat was capsized in the breakers, and with difficulty got on board 
again; while their boat drifted ashore and was discovered by a 
man named Somers and two companions. "They immediately 
got possession of the boat and with their firearms kept it, and 
prevented the Mexicans from retaking it, and by this means pre- 
vented an escape to the Bravo of the whole party, who had been 
ordered to rob, and afterwards burn and desert the schooner. In 
the meantime, a party from this town was got up, and proceeded 
below with the schooner William Bobbins, recently purchased and 
armed for the public use. S. Ehoads Fisher commanded the ma- 
rines, and Captain Hurd, recently of the schooner San Felipe, the 
crew of the William Bobbins. . . . When said party landed 
and marched across, they found Somers and party walking their 
regular rounds, having kept up a guard for about two days, the 
lieutenant and crew having previously agreed to surrender, when 
an officer should appear to receive his sword, and thus save Mex- 
ican honor." Fannin then makes insinuating charges against 

J Or December 6; see Proceedings of the General Council, 109, 114. Cf. 
p. 180 above. 

2 This letter I find only in Fisher's hand-bill, "To the People of Texas."" 
See p. 185 above, note 1. The minutes of the Council and the Governor's 
message merely refer to it. 
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Captains Fisher and Hurd, and claims that the sale was a very 
dishonest one. After reading this letter, Governor Smith, with- 
out hearing anything from the other side, sent a scathing message 
to the Council, 1 asking it to look into and sift the matter. He 
referred to those who took part in the transaction as "bone pick- 
ers, who are eagle-eyed, ever hovering around to pounce upon their 
unfortunate prey," and said that he was "well aware of the in- 
trigue, management and downright roguery, which has been uni- 
versally practiced by the unprincipled speculators." 

The letter was referred to a committee, which on December 17 
made a report, accompanied by an ordinance to sequester and se- 
cure the cargo of the schooner Hannah Elizabeth, and advising 
that commissioners be appointed with power to seize and sequester 
i he schooner, arrest persons, and suspend the commission of the 
commander of the William Bobbins, if the facts in the case jus- 
tified such a course, and report to the Council. 2 The report was 
adopted, and three commissioners were appointed. On December 
22, E. E. Eoyall presented letters on the subject from J. G. Eob- 
ertson and S. Ehoads Fisher to the Council, 3 which were placed 
on file. On January 3, 1836, Governor Smith transmitted to the 
Council the report of Thomas Barnett, one of the commissioners, 
which was referred to the Committee on State and Judiciary. 4 
The next day the committee reported a request that two new 
commissioners be appointed to act with Barnett in place of the 
two originally appointed, but their report was tabled. 5 On Janu- 
ary 7 it was brought up again and the addition of another com- 
missioner to the three already appointed was recommended. 6 The 
explanation of this is that some of the commissioners who had 
been appointed either were not in Texas or would not act. 7 

This is the last we hear of the Hannah Elizabeth in the General 
Council or from the governor. The quarrel between the Council 

^Proceedings of the General Council, 167-168. 

2 Ibid., 168, 172-173. 

Hbid., 193. 

4 Ibid., 249. 

5 Ibid., 254. 

"Ibid., 271, 272. 

7 Papers of the "Provisional Congress," Department of State, File 3, 
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and governor occurred soon after, and the report of the Hannah 
Elizabeth committee was left on the table. S. Ehoads Fisher, 
however, did not let the matter drop. He was very angry and 
wrote Colonel J. W. Fannin, who made the charges against him, 
a fiercely vituperative letter, charging him with being "incapable 
of adhering to the first principles of either . . . discretion or 
truth/' and with bringing from Africa slaves whose "native lingo 
yet betrays their recent importation." The letter contained an 
implied invitation to Fannin to reply with a challenge. He was, 
however, too busy with his share in the campaign that was just 
then opening to turn aside for a private quarrel, and a few weeks 
later came his death at Goliad. 1 

Both Fisher and Fannin were in error; the latter in making 
his charges without sufficient examination or foundation, the 
former in taking Fannin to task too severely for the charges. At 
the worst, they implied nothing but a sharp business speculation, 
possibly not according to law. While they were disproved by 
Fisher, he was not justified in going to the length he did in his 
letter. 

I have purposely dwelt at length on the Hannah Elizabeth, the 
William Robbins, and Captains Hurd and Fisher, because Yoakum, 
Thrall, the Proceedings of the General Council, 2 and other authori- 
ties or sources, mention the charges and even comment in a deroga- 
tory way, without mentioning the defense. As a further and final 
proof that the transaction was not a swindling affair, Captain Hurd 
was soon after this made an officer by the General Convention of 
Texas, and placed in command of the government vessel Brutus. 3 
S. Ehoads Fisher was made chairman of the naval committee at the 
same time by the General Convention, and later on was secretary 
of the navy. No vindication could better testify to their character 
and proper conduct in the case in question than this elevation at 
the hands of their fellow-citizens. 

Nearly twenty years later Peter Kerr was reimbursed by the 

Wisher to Fannin, January 12, 1836, in Fisher's Broadside "To the 
People of Texas." Dienst, Col. Doc, II, 23. 

2 Yoakum, II, 38; Thrall, 219; Proceedings of the General Council, 
passim. 

3 Gammel, Laws of Texas, I, 891. 
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"mixed commission" of the United States, for his loss in the Han- 
nah Elizabeth. As the prisoners taken by the Bravo and William 
Bobbins were about equal in number, on December 27, 1835, the 
Council requested the governor to correspond with the command- 
ing officer at Matamoras, with a view of exchanging. 1 Nothing 
further is to be found regarding an exchange, but that the United 
States government claimed the credit of releasing all the prisoners 
except the captain of the Hannah Elizabeth, through the agency 
of their consul stationed at Matamoras. 2 The Bravo we do not 
hear of again until about April, 1836, when she was one of three 
Mexican vessels which engaged the Texan man of war Independ- 
ence in a drawn battle. The New Orleans newspapers of July, 
1836, mention that she was lost while on her way from Matamoras 
to Vera Cruz, and all on board perished with the exception of 
Captain Thompson and two marines. 

As to the William Bobbins, negotiations were at this time being 
carried on by the Council for her purchase, with the object of 
making a national war vessel of her. These negotiations were sat- 
isfactorily concluded, and she became the Texan war vessel Lib- 
erty. It seems worth while briefly to recount them here. The 
commissioners to the United States appear to have bought, or to 
have believed they had bought, the William Bobbins (the name 
of which they changed to the Liberty) while on their way to New 
Orleans. 3 But there must have been some misunderstanding about 
the matter; for, on January 3, 1836, a communication was laid 
before the Council from Thomas F. McKinney, offering the Wil- 
liam Bobbins for sale to the government, 4 and the Committee on 
Naval Affairs recommended that an agent be appointed to examine 
the vessel with a view to purchasing. The report of the committee 
was adopted by the Council, 5 and on January 5th a decree was 
passed appointing Edmund Andrews and Wm. P. Harris agents to 
examine the William Bobbins and the Invincible, and providing 

Proceedings of the General Council, 215. 

2 See National Intelligencer, February 14, 1837. 

3 See Proceedings of the General Council, 277 ; Austin, Archer, and Whar- 
ton to Smith, January 10, 1836, in the Diplomatic Correspondence of the 
Republic of Texas, State Library. 

4 Of. p. 184 above. 

^Proceedings of the General Council, 251-252. 
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for their purchase if the report was favorable. 1 Governor Smith 
approved of the ordinance with the exception of the provision for 
sending agents to purchase the William Rollins. As she had al- 
ready been purchased by the commissioners to the United States, 
acting under the governor's instructions, in pursuance of a decree of 
the Council, 2 he did not want to create confusion by refusing their 
purchase of the vessel for the government. 3 Notwithstanding the 
governor's protest, the ordinance passed without amendment by 
a constitutional majority on the 8th of January; but Governor 
Smith never signed or returned it, as is noted in the ordinance 
itself. 4 This is the last we hear of the purchase of the William 
Rollins in the Council; for on the 11th of January the Governor 
made his famous charge against the Council, and everything was 
sidetracked for his impeachment and trial. However, as the Wil- 
liam Rollins became the Lilerty, it is fair to presume that the 
purchase by the commissioners was accepted as legal and binding; 
and when we later take up the study of the Lilerty as a national 
war vessel, we shall be but completing the history of the William 
Rollins, privateer. 

The third Texan privateer was the Terrille, commanded at dif- 
ferent times by Captain John M. Allen, later mayor of the City 
of Galveston, and by Lieutenant Eandolph. The Terrille sailed 
under a letter of marque procured on the 8th of November, 1835, 
by A. C. Allen, as already related. 5 Little of her history is known, 
save that she patrolled the Gulf, and by her watchfulness, if not 
numerous prizes, made herself helpful to Texas. From the New 
Orleans papers 6 I find that while cruising she was taken in charge 
by the United States war vessel Boston, and carried to Pensacola; 
but the offense with which she was charged having been committed 
on waters beyond the jurisdiction of the court, she was turned over 
to John H. Holland, Esq., marshal of this district of Louisiana. 
These charges were: 1st, that the Terrille was fitted out at New 

Proceedings of the General Council, 263; Gammel, Laws of Texas, I, 
1031. 

2 See Ordinances and Decrees of the Consultation, etc., 52-54. 

Proceedings of the General Council, 277-278. 

4 Gammel, Laws of Texas, I, 1033. 

s 8ee p. 174 above. 

flipping in Dienst, Col. Doc., I, 25. The clipping is probably from the 
New Orleans Bee of date not earlier than October 1, nor later than Octo- 
ber 5. 
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Orleans to wage war against a government with whom the United 
States was at peace; 2d, that the commander, Lieutenant Ean- 
dolph, had manifested the intention of committing an act of piracy 
upon a Sardinian vessel, the Pelicana Mexicana; 3d, that he had 
sailed from this port without the authorization of the collector. 
She was discharged and soon afterward proceeded to sea. No par- 
ticulars are given. Prom the Telegraph and Texas Register 1 and 
the brief comment of Lieutenant Tennison, 2 it is noted that under 
the command of Captain John M. Allen, the Terrible cruised up 
and down the coast of Mexico. During the cruise the Terrible 
captured between Sisal and Campeachy, the Mexican sloop Ma- 
tilda, loaded with dry goods and provisions, and sent it into Gal- 
veston to be adjudicated. The last mention of her that I can find 
is by Tennison, who reports her off the Northeast pass of the 
Mississippi on the 12th of August, 1836 s It is probable that when 
her commission expired she went into the regular coasting trade. 
The fourth vessel to sail as a privateer in the Texas service was 
the Thomas Toby, previously the Be Kalb, in the trade service be- 
tween New Orleans and Texas. Her commander was Captain 
Hoyt. As in the case of the Terrible, little can be found concern- 
ing this vessel. Tennison calls attention to a cruise she made in 
October, 1836, in the following words : 

x For August 16, 1836. 

2 Tennison's Journal, entry for August 11, 1836; in Dienst, Col. Doc, VI, 
326. The Tennison Papers, which are the most valuable materials for the 
history of the first Texas navy that I know of, came into my possession 
by purchase. My attention was first called to them years ago by the late 
Judge C. W. Raines of the State Library at Austin. By copies of official 
documents sent me from the Naval Library of Washington, D. C, through 
the kindness of Secretary Long and Librarian Rawson, I was enabled posi- 
tively to prove the papers to be Tennison's. Wm. A. Tennison entered the 
Texas naval service in the beginning of the navy, 1836, and remained with 
it to the last, having the honor to deliver the remnant of the Texas navy 
to the LMted States authorities after annexation. His papers and journal 
are all in manuscript, and have never been used. The fact that he makes 
many references to other vessels and naval events than those with which he 
had to do directly, leads me to believe that he selected some of these outside 
materials from articles in the current papers of that period. Where Ten- 
nison later describes his own experience on board Texan vessels, his journal 
is no doubt in part a copy of the log books of the vessels; for officers 
were in the habit of keeping journals and copying log books. This, of 
course, can not be proved, since the log books of the first navy are all lost, 
and only parts of one or two of the second navy exist; but it seems certain. 

3 Ibid., entry for September 3, 1836. 
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The Texan privateer Thomas Toby (late De Kalb) Hoyt com- 
mander has been cruising ofT the ports of Vera Cruz, Sisal, Cam- 
peachy, Matamoras, and Tampico, since the first week in October, 
and had captured, about the 12th inst a Mexican schooner, and 
sent her into Texas. She soon after run in towards the fort at the 
mouth of the river, and playing her "long torn" upon it for some 
time, without, however, doing much damage, except frightening the 
good people of the town nearly out of their wits, who supposing 
her to be the vanguard of the Texian navy turned out en masse, 
repaired to the fort and along the river banks determined to repel 
any hostile movement of the imaginary Texian fleet. The com- 
mander of the privateer soon after transmitted a chaleng to the 
commandant of Tampico requesting a meeting with any armed 
Mexican vessel which might be in port; but receiving no answer 
within a reasonable time, she stood off and spoke the Louisiana de- 
termined to capture all Mexican property she fell in with. 1 

The same writer in another entry says: 

The Thomas Toby has just sent into Galveston harbor a very 
valuable prize, being a large fine brig, strongly built, and capable 
of being fitted out as a man of war, bearing guns heavier than any 
now in the Mexican Navy. She was captured on the coast of 
Campeachy and has on board 200 tons of salt. The Tom Toby 
when last seen was in hot pursuit of two Mexican schooners; this 
pursuit will undoubtedly prove successful, as "Fortune ever favors 
the brave." It is gratifying to reflect that our flag flaunts over one 
brave band, whose dauntless spirits delight to career with the 
"stormy petrel," over the tossing billows where danger lights the 
"Path to glory and to fame." 2 

In the early part of February, 1837, a mutiny was reported to 
have taken place on the Thomas Tody in which the doctor and 
purser were said to have been murdered. The mutiny was quelled, 
and the murderers lodged in prison in New Orleans. 3 The secre- 
tary of the navy in his report of September 30, 1837, 4 recom- 
mended the purchase of the vessel by the government; but before 
this recommendation could be acted upon, she was lost in the great 
storm off Galveston, in October, 1837. 5 

^ennison's Journal, November 10, 1836. 

2 Tennison's Journal, Thursday, June 8, 1837. This capture of the brig 
loaded with salt is briefly noted by the National Intelligencer, August 2, 
1837. 

^National Intelligencer, February 25, 1837. 

4 Archives of the Department of State, Texas. 

5 Tennison Papers, 332. 
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Many years afterwards two cannon were found near Virginia 
Point, and identified as those belonging to the Thomas Toby; they 
were purchased by the Galveston Artillery Company. These par- 
ticular cannon had been presented to Texas by the ladies of Hav- 
ana, as the following letter indicates : 

War Department, Columbia, 
Dec. 3rd, 1836. 
To Messrs. Thomas Toby and Bros. : 

Gents. I am instructed by the house of Bepresentatives of the 
Eepublic of Texas, to take necessary measures to procure two 
pieces of cannon (brass) which were presented by the ladies of 
Havana to the Eepublic. By a letter received by Messrs. Shriver 
and Grayson, it appears that they received from you on board the 
schooner Thomas Toby two brass cannons, and they are under the 
impression they are the pieces alluded to. You will please inform 
me as soon as possible if such is the case. 

William G. Cook, 

Acting SecYy. 

The Thoracis Toby was named for the government agent of 
Texas in New Orleans. 1 It was said in a New Orleans paper 
that the vessel was commanded by Captain Suares. 2 I can find his 
name mentioned but once, and in no other place, and presume that 
he must have been the first lieutenant who temporarily had com- 
mand; it is possible also that this was a typographical error for 
(Jas.) Sever, who later was lieutenant on the Invincible. 

The Flash, Captains Luke A. Falvel, and Marstella, seems to 
have been the next privateer fitted out for Texas — under just what 
circumstances, and by whom I am unable to discover. On March 
12, 1836, Falvel received his commission as captain in the navy 
from Eobert Potter, and the crew was sworn in. 3 The Flash was 
ordered to proceed to the south of the Brazos, take on board all 
the women and children in that section of the country who were 
fleeing before the Mexican advance, in the "Eunaway Scrape," 
carry them to Morgan's Point, at the head of Galveston Bay, and 
defend that place in the event of an attack. Upon this occasion 

^hipman, Frontier Life, 386. 

2 Clipping in Dienst, Col. Doc., I, 25. The clipping is probably from the 
Commercial Bulletin, but its date is uncertain. 

3 Ben C. Stuart in Galveston News, October 8, 1899. The Proceedings of 
the General Council do not mention Falvel. 
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the Flash had on board the two famous pieces of artillery known 
as the "Twin Sisters," which did such execution in the battle of 
San Jacinto a short time after; and upon arriving at Morgan's 
Point they were sent up to Harrisburg on the sloop Opie, Lieu- 
tenant Aaron Burns, and delivered to the proper officers. A short 
time after the arrival of the Flash at Morgan's Point the express 
rider for the Texas Cabinet, Michael McCormick, came in and re- 
ported that he was unable to find the Texan army, which was sup- 
posed to be on the retreat. Upon receipt of this intelligence, Cap- 
tain Falvel was ordered to take on board all the families about the 
bay, and proceed towards Galveston Island. Accordingly there 
were embarked on board the Flash all the members of the Texan 
Cabinet who were at the Point, together with their wives and 
children. Among the number were Bailey Hardeman, secretary 
of state, his wife and iwo sons; Colonel Thomas, secretary of the 
treasury; Colonel Eobert Potter, secretary of the navy; Mrs. Bur- 
net, wife of President Burnet, and her son William; Lorenzo de 
Zavala and his three children. President Burnet declined to leave ; 
and upon Captain Falvel's asking for instructions, he was directed 
to proceed at once to Galveston Island with the women and chil- 
dren, and defend the place if an attack were made. The next 
morning the vessel had proceeded down the bay to a point mid- 
way between Clopper's Point and Eed Fish Bars, when President 
Burnet came on board in a small boat. On arriving at Galveston 
Island, the Flash came to anchor off the old Mexican customhouse, 
which stood near the corner of Avenue A. and Eleventh Street. 
The next day, April 20, the women and children were landed and 
the Flash proceeded to Fort Point, in order to defend the place 
if attacked by sea. During the trip there were about 150 persons 
on the little vessel. One historian 1 says that on April 26th "Most 
of the families of refugees were already on the schooner Flash, 
Captain Falvel, ready to sail for New Orleans, and had orders to 
sail that morning as Santa Anna was expected every day at the 
Island. The captain declined to attempt to cross the bar until 
there was a change of wind, and while waiting, the messenger, 
Col. Calder, arrived with the news of the battle of San Jacinto; 

1 Thrall, 521. 
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this victory put a quietus on the terror stricken inhabitants of 
Texas who were fleeing the country." In May, 1837, the Flash 
was reported stranded on shore. 1 Whether she got off at this time 
and later suffered another accident, I cannot find out; but it is 
possibly to the same mishap that another writer 2 refers when he 
says that the Flash, under Captain Marstella, was lost at the west 
md of the island (Galveston), her captain having mistaken San 
Luis pass for the entrance to Galveston harbor. Among the 
special laws passed at the the extra session of the Tenth Legisla- 
ture, number twenty-three, there is an appropriation of "$5022.21 
to Luke A. Falvel for services as sailing master in the navy of 
the late Eepublic of Texas, and authorizing the comptroller to 
pay the same in the new issue of Confederate Treasury notes." 3 
This is the last item that I have been able to obtain relative to the 
Flash and her commander. 

The next armed vessel which assisted Texas, was the steamboat 
Ocean, Captain Grayson, the same who, as lieutenant, was left in 
charge of the San Felipe, as related in chapter I. This vessel 
was paid for mainly by the aid of subscriptions of citizens of Mo- 
bile, her equipment costing some five to eight thousand dollars. 4 
It was on board the Ocean that the notorious H. A. Hubbell and 
the volunteers from E~ew Orleans arrived on June 3 at Velasco, 5 
and had Santa Anna taken to shore, as he was about to depart for 
Mexico, in conformity with the treaty entered into by him and 
the Texas government. In July, 1836, we find her again giving 
help to the Texas cause. The schooner Brutus was at Matagorda, 
blockaded by the Mexican brig of war Vencedor del Alamo, and 
she was expected to be relieved "by the sen's Invincible, Union, 
and other vessels that had gone there in tow of the steamboat 
Ocean, for the purpose of capturing the brig. The steamboat was 
laden with volunteers, and for her protection there was raised a 
breastwork of cotton bales. 6 She was successful in rescuing the 

^National Intelligencer, May 30, 1837. 

2 Ben C. Stuart, in the Galveston News, October 8, 1899. 

3 Texas Almanac, 1865, p. 34. 

4 A Vindication of the Conduct of the Agency of Texas, a pamphlet by 
William Bryan, in Dienst, Col. Doc, II, 16. 

5 El Gorreo Atlantico, New Orleans, June 20, 1836. Thrall (547) calls 
her the "Ocean Queen." 

6 New Orleans Commercial Bulletin, July 18, 1836. 
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Brutus from her perilous position. As to what became of her later 
on, there are no data. 

This finishes the last of those vessels that served as regularly 
commissioned privateers, and that can properly be termed Texan 
vessels, acting as a navy for Texas until her vessels of war were 
fully prepared to defend her coast. There were other vessels that 
aided Texas, notably the Julius Caesar, Captains Lightburn and 
Moore; the Champion; the Flora; the Yellow Stone, commanded 
by Captain Grayson ; and other vessels that acted as transports for 
munitions of war and provisions, and in bringing volunteers to 
Texas. Since, however, their registers and papers emanated from 
the United States Government, and they were ostensibly in the 
trade between the United States and Texas, they can not be given 
a distinct place in a history of the Texas Navy. Nor did they 
win any great victory; but in the formative days of the new Re- 
public the value of these small privateers to the government of 
Texas, in captures, and in protection of the coast was incalculable, 
and deserves honorable mention. Let not Texas in her present 
greatness despise the day of small things. 

IV. NAVAL VESSELS BOUGHT AND EQUIPPED. 

The navy of Texas became a reality in January and February, 
1836, when four vessels of war were purchased. These were the 
Liberty, Invincible, Independence, and Brutus; and during 1836 
and 1837 they comprised the total strength of the navy. The 
Liberty was the rechristened William Bobbins, and we have al- 
ready seen how the government acquired it. 1 At the same time 
that the purchase of the William Bobbins was authorized (Jan- 
uary 3) the naval committee of the General Council reported 
that "Messrs. McKinney and Williams, through Mr. Williams, 
have made a purchase of, and equipped a schooner of about one 
hundred and twenty-six tons burthen, adapted to the object of 
protecting our commerce against the enemy. This vessel, called 
the 'Invincible/ is now in the Bay of Galveston, and is generously 
offered to the Government of Texas, by the owners, at first cost 
and charges." The committee were of the opinion that the pro- 

"See above, pp. 189-190. 
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tection of our own commerce, the destruction of that of the enemy, 
and the transportation of our supplies by water were of the high- 
est importance, and made the possession of an adequate naval force 
indispensable; they therefore advised that "a suitable agent be 
appointed to examine the schooner 'Invincible/ and her equip- 
ments, and if suited to the objects of cruising in the Gulf, or about 
our coasts that an immediate purchase be made of the vessel." 
The report was adopted, and an ordinance making it effective was 
passed on January 5, 1836. 1 The same ordinance also adopted the 
United States naval regulations for Texas. 

As has already been stated, Governor Smith did not believe that 
the Council should create confusion by meddling with a power 
delegated to the commissioners to the United States, and on Janu- 
ary 6, he asked for the particulars respecting the Invincible. 2 
This was the beginning of the quarrel between the governor and 
the Council; and so far as it concerns the Invincible we must fol- 
low it. On the 8th a committee to which had been referred the 
governor's message asking for information, reported that the or- 
dinance which was now in his hands would furnish all the in- 
formation necessary. At a special evening session the same day 
Mr. Barret offered the following resolutions : 

Whereas, the Mexican sloop of war, Montezuma, is now reported 
to be in the bay of Galveston, and Texas is not in full possession of 
any vessel of sufficient force to meet her in action, and whereas 
the schooner Invincible is offered to the government of Texas, bj 
Messrs. McKinney and Williams, upon terms which Government 
accepts, therefore, 

Be it resolved, that a register of said schooner Invincible be 
made as the property of the Government, under he directions of 
the Governor, who is hereby authorized to execute the same, and 
give a duplicate thereof into the hands of Thomas F. McKinney, 
as evidence of the ownership of said vessel, and to retain the other 
on the files of the execuive office. 

Be it further resolved, that the governor is advised and author- 
ized to issue to Thomas F. McKinney, a letter of appointment as 
commander of the schooner Invincible, as a national vessel of war, 
removable at the pleasure of the Governor and Council, and in- 

x Proceedings of the General Council, 250-252; Gammel, Laws of Texas, 
I, 1031-1033. 
2 IMd., 266. 
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struct said McKiimey to take command of said vessel of war, and 
man and provide her for a criuse against the enemy, within the 
Gulf of Mexico or any of its waters, until further ordered. 1 . . . 

The resolution was adopted, and a committee of two instructed 
to wait on the governor with the purpose of immediately carrying 
it into effect. Just what took place between this committee and 
the governor has never transpired, but the governor was greatly 
angered against the Council, as his message will prove. He evi- 
dently gained the impression that the Council was trying by foul 
means to drive him to do its will regardless of his own opinions. 
It will be recalled that he was hurried into granting letters of 
marque by the report that the Montezuma was endangering the 
Texan coast. 2 It was either a strange coincidence, thought the 
governor, that just as another law relative to the navy was being 
passed the Montezuma should re-appear, or that the men who 
wished to pass the bill recalled their former success in shouting 
"the wolf ! the wolf !" and again raised the cry with the expecta- 
tion of "railroading" the measure through. This must have been 
Governor Smith's belief when he wrote the message quoted in part 
below : 

. . . You urge me by resolutions to make appointments, fit 
out vessels, as government vessels, registering them as such, ap- 
pointing landsmen to command a naval expedition by making 
representations urgent in their nature, and for what. I see no 
reason but to carry into effect by the hurried and improvident acts 
of my department, the views of your favorite object by getting my 
sanction to an act disorganizing in its nature, and ruinous in its 
effects. Instead of acting as becomes the counsellors and guardians 
of a free people; you resolve yourselves into low, intriguing, 
caucussing parties, pass resolutions without a quorum, predicated 
on false premises, and endeavor to ruin the country by counte- 
nancing, aiding and abetting marauding parties, 3 and if you could 
only deceive me enough, you would join with it a piratical co- 
operation. You have acted in bad faith, and seem determined by 

Proceedings of the General Council, 282-84. 
2 See above, p. 175. 

3 This expression evidently refers to the Matamoras expedition. See The 
Quarterly, V, 312 et seq." 
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your acts to destroy the very institutions which you are pledged 
and sworn to support. . . . Mexican like, you are ready to 
sacrifice your country at the shrine of plunder. . . . Base 
corruption has crept into your councils, men who, if possible, 
would deceive their God. . . . The appointment and in- 
structions founded on the resolutions predicated on false premises, 
shall now be tested. I will immediately countermand the order 
made out in such haste, and as you say, and as her register says, 
the armed vessel Invincible is a Government vessel, I will imme- 
diately order a suitable officer of the Government to go and take 
charge of her in the name of the Government, and hold her sub- 
ject to my order. And if that be refused, I will immediately re- 
call her register by proclamation to the world. I would further 
suggest to you that our foreign agents have been commissioned 
and specially instructed to fill out our navy, and procure the proper 
officers and crews; and unless they can be certainly informed of 
the absolute purchase in time, to prevent their purchase of a sim- 
ilar one, the purchase so made by you, shall never be ratified or 
become binding on this Government; because you would do the 
Government serious injury by meddling with matters which you 
have put out of your power by special appointment. 1 

The governor closed his message by declaring the Council ad- 
journed until March 1, and said that until then he would contrive 
to discharge his duties as commander-in-chief of the army and 
navy. 

This message, naturally, created a sensation. The Council re- 
ferred it to a committee which on the 11th reported resolutions 
deposing the governor and appointing Lieutenant-Governor James 
W. Kobinson to take his place. The resolutions were adopted and 
an address to the people was issued by the Council presenting its 
side of the quarrel, but we will leave the matter here and resume 
the history of the Invincible. 2 

Lieutenant-Governor Kobinson, in his message to the Council, 
January 14, 1836, said, "As a necessary and important measure 
that stands intimately connected with the defense of the country, 
and one to which I invite your attention, is the creation and due 

Proceedings of the General Council, 290-292. 
HUd., 294-302. 
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organization of a corps of marines, and as you have purchased 
two vessels for the public service, and shortly expect two more, to 
be purchased by your agents abroad, it would be very desirable to 
have that corps organized, and ready for service, with as little 
delay as possible." 1 On February 3, Governor Smith, who never 
acknowledged being deposed, issued to Thomas E. Jackson a war- 
rant to demand certain papers from the Council, among them one 
showing "the terms on which the armed vessel Invincible has been 
tendered and accepted by the Government." 2 This is the last ut- 
terance of Governor Smith or the General Council relative to the 
Invincible and the navy. 

On March 1 the General Convention superseded the General 
Council and brought order out of chaos. After the declaration of 
Texan independence, on March 2, 1836, the Convention turned to 
the formation of a constitution, and on the 9th a draft was re- 
ported which touched the subject of the navy as follows : Congress 
was empowered to "grant letters of marque and reprisal, and make 
rules concerning captures on land and water," to "provide and 
maintain a navy, to raise and support armies, and to make rules 
for the government and regulation of the land and naval forces ;" 
the president was declared to be commander-in-chief of the army 
and navy; and judges of the supreme and inferior courts were 
given exclusive admiralty and maritime jurisdiction. 3 

Thursday, March 10, Mr. Carson stated "that he had received 
information of the arrival of the Brutus and Invincible, at the 
mouth of the river Brazos, destined for the service of the Eepublic 
of Texas ; and that it was important to commission those vessels ; 
he would, therefore, move that a select committee on naval affairs 
be raised, to inquire into and report in relation thereto. This was 
decided in the affirmative, and the president appointed Messrs. 
Potter, Everett, and Fisher of Matagorda." 4 On Sunday the 13th, 
the chairman appointed Messrs. Carson and Fisher, of Mata- 
gorda, a committee "to forward commissions, etc., to our naval 

Proceedings of the General Council, 325. 
2 Ibid., 351-52. 

3 Gammel, Laws of Texas, I, 862, 863, 865. 
^Ilid., I, 881. 
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commanders •" and the same day Mr. Carson introduced a resolu- 
tion "That a standing committee of five on naval affairs be ap- 
pointed to draw up and forward all necessary instructions and 
orders for the government of the officers of our navy." This was 
adopted; and the president appointed Messrs. S. Ehoads Fisher, 
Hamilton, Zavala, Gazley, and Carson. The next day Mr. Carson 
resigned from the committee and was replaced by Mr. Waller. At 
the same time the chairman, Fisher, reported that they had ap- 
pointed and commissioned the following persons officers in the naval 
service of Texas, to-wit : "George Wheelright, Captain to schooner 
Liberty; Charles Hawkins, Captain to schooner Independence [ ;] 
Jerimiah Brown, captain to schooner Invincible; William A. 
Hurd, Captain to schooner Brutus; Arthur Kobertson, Captain of 
marines." The report stated also that the committee had for- 
warded letters of instructions to said officers. 1 As this is our in- 
troduction to the two vessels Brutus and Independence, and as 
nothing further is to be found in the government proceedings con- 
cerning their purchase, we must seek elsewhere for the informa- 
tion, as well as for additional matter relative to the Invincible. 

Besides the Liberty, Independence, and Brutus, the records of 
the period mention two other vessels in the government service. 
One of these, the Cayuga, was a small steamboat, commanded by 
Captain William P. Harris, and carrying two light guns. Appar- 
ently it did not belong to the government, but was impressed by 
President Burnet and ordered to the defence of Galveston Island, 
April 28, 1836. 2 After this emergency no more is heard of it. 
The other was the Correo. This was a Mexican vessel captured 
by the Brutus, August 12, 1837. She was apparently attached to 
the navy during 1837-1838, and in the State Library there is a 
list of her officers, but I have been unable to find that she per- 
formed any definite service for the country. 

The Invincible was purchased in Baltimore by McKinney and 

^ammel, Laws of Texas, I, 890, 891, 892. 

2 Teooas Almanac, 1869, p. 58. Those interested in studying conditions 
in Galveston at this period will find much valuable material in the 
archives of the Texas Historical Society of Galveston. The collection con- 
tains several hundred original letters of James Morgan and President 
Burnet. Through the courtesy of the secretary, Mr. E. G. Littlejohn, I 
wa3 permitted to examine them. 
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Williams for $12,613.02, and they charged the government of 
Texas twelve and one-half per cent commission. 1 Besides this, 
General Thomas J. Green paid out of his private funds a consid- 
erable sum to fit her out, and William Bryan and Edward Hall, 
respectively general agent and purchasing agent for Texas in New 
Orleans, paid out $5,626.68 for the same purpose; making the 
total cost of the Invincible nearly $20,000. 2 At this time Thomas 
P. McKinney held a commission as her commander; but it was 
merely a nominal command, for he made no cruise. As already 
stated, the Invincible was of one hundred and twenty- five tons 
burthen, built in Baltimore, and originally intended for the African 
slave trade. She was a very fast sailer, slight in her construc- 
tion, "clipper built," drawing about twelve feet of water, and 
originally calculated to sustain a battery. She carried two medium 
eighteens on pivots amidship, with two nines and four six- 
pounders in the waist, and was intended to have a crew of 
seventy. The Liberty, though smaller, being of some sixty 
tons burthen, was of stouter construction, carried four guns of 
small caliber, and was an ordinary sailer. The Brutus, of one 
hundred and twenty-five tons burthen, was a slow sailer, and 
carried eight guns. The Independence was of about the same 
description as the Brutus. It was fitted out by General Green 
in New Orleans, largely from his private funds, at the same 
time that he helped to equip the Invincible. The Brutus had been 
intended for the Texan service as early as December, but her de- 
parture was delayed by the petition of twenty-eight underwriters 
of New Orleans to United States District Attorney Carleton, claim- 
ing that she was being "armed with six cannon, and one large one 
on a pivot for the purpose of capturing Mexican vessels, which, 
with their cargoes are principally insured by the underwriters of 
this city." Carleton replied deploring the fact that they did not 
furnish him with affidavits and the names of witnesses in order 
that he might have something more substantial than rumors upon 
which to base legal proceedings, and promising to enforce the law 

McKinney, To All who may have Seen and Bead, etc. (pamphlet, Co- 
lumbia, 1836), p. 10. 

2 A Vindication of the Conduct of the Agency of Texas, in New Orleans 
(pamphlet, 1836), pp. 12-18. 



The Navy of the Republic of Texas. 203 

when provided with the necessary evidence that a breach of it was 
contemplated. 1 After the Brutus had been offered to the Texan 
Government she was detained in New Orleans a while; but some 
time between January 23 and February 15, 1836, she arrived at 
Matagorda, This appears from a report made by the advisory 
committee of the Council to Acting Governor J. W. Robinson, on 
February 15, 1836. 2 The Independence was fitted out by the New 
Orleans agents at the same time as the Invincible, Brutus, and 
Liberty. Her cost was $5000 for the vessel, and some $5000 for 
outfitting. 2 

Having given as complete a history of the purchase and equip- 
ment of these vessels as our material permits, we will now 
follow each vessel in her various cruises, and note such events as 
are worthy of a place in a history of the navy of Texas. To the 
Liberty, which was the first vessel bought for the government, 
and whose career was the shortest and in its inglorious ending the 
saddest of all the fleet, will be devoted the following chapter. 

^House Exec. Docs., 25 Cong., 2 Sess., No. 74, pp. 12-13. 
2 Papers of the General Council, file No. 433. 

3 A Vindication of the Conduct of the Agency of Texas, in ~New Orleans, 
p. 5. Pamphlet, p. 5, Dienst, Col. Doc, Vol. II, 16. 



